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No. of Patients 167 (169 lesions) 
Age (years) 58.0 ± 2.8 (mean ± SD) 
Imaging 
Integration 
Ultrasound (US) Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) 
3 6 
Post-treatment Resection Core needle biopsy (CNB) CNB & resection 
6/115 patients (69%) 2/46 patients (28%) 1/6 patients (4%) 
Results Cosmesis Histopathology Imaging 
4 studies 9 studies 6 studies 
46% 29% 23% 2% 
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 
Complete ablation Residual tumour <10% Residual tumour >10% Unknown 
80 12 31 7 
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General findings No results Absence of enhancement Enhancement visible 
140 articles 
published 
39 articles full text 
examination 
9 articles matched 
selection criteria 
4 12 38 
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Pect. major injury (4%) 
Oedema (17%) 
Skin burn (4%) 
Pain (40%) 
Slight Moderate Mild Unknown 1st degree 2nd degree 3rd degree 
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